✓

Identification of the data fields used in analyses.
✓ Original purpose of the data (e.g. food hygiene regulation enforcement or commercial business data). ✓ Methods used by the data creator to collect the data/compile the dataset (e.g. audits conducted by data creator). ✓ Prevalence of missing data (e.g. number of entries with incomplete address information). Methods for handling missing data (e.g. case-wise deletion, or use of secondary sources to impute missing data). ✓ Information on the accuracy of the data e.g. via reference to one or more validation studies or acknowledgement that data accuracy is unknown. ✓
EXTRACTING FOOD OUTLETS
Essential Desirable Description of methods used to extract food outlets of interest from dataset (e.g. search for specific proprietary classifications or store names). ✓ If outlets were extracted using search terms (e.g. proprietary classifications or store names):
• An exhaustive list of search terms (where proprietary classifications are used, it should be made explicitly clear that the classifications listed are those of the data provider).
N/A
If outlets were extracted based on proprietary classifications:
• A copy of the proprietary classification scheme, optionally including exemplary outlets falling within each classification; OR, • A discussion of any notable categories excluded from analyses (e.g. pubs, pharmacies, mobile food vendors etc. The match rate achieved. N/A The environmental context, including details on how this was defined e.g. the study area was urban/rural, defined based on population density. ✓ Geocoding software used, including the version number. ✓
The source of geocoding reference data (e.g. street line segment data), including publication date. 5. ACCESS METRICS Essential Desirable Definition of the conceptual environment being measured e.g. home, school, work etc. ✓
Intensity Metrics
If areal zoning system used:
• The type of areal zoning system (e.g. government districts, census tracts etc.) • The source of boundary data, including the publication date or other version identifier.
✓
If buffer zoning system used:
• The buffer size.
• The type of distance measure (e.g. Euclidian or network).
The units of the intensity metric(s) (e.g. count per unit area, as measured in meters) or formula indicating how they were calculated. ✓ If network data was used (i.e. to calculate network distances):
• The source and publication date of network data.
• The types of road/path included.
N/A
Rationale for the choice of zone type (e.g. areal vs buffer) and/or size as applicable. ✓
Proximity Metrics
The type of distance measure (Euclidian vs network). N/A If network data was used (i.e. to calculate network distances):
N/A Gravity Metrics The zone radius. N/A The decay coefficient. N/A 6. UNKNOWN DETAILS Essential Desirable Any items noted as essential, but that are unknown should be highlighted as a limitation.
N/A Table S2 . Sensitivity analyses performed only with individuals who drew self-defined neighbourhoods that were within the range of area sizes for administrative neighbourhood boundaries (0.25 to 4.14 km²) (n=720). 1.00 (0.92 -1.11) 1.00 (0.90 -1.10) 0.91 (0.81 -1.03) 0.89 (0.77 -1.03) 0.87 (0.75 -1.01) Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 and Q5 are quintiles of densities, where individuals in Q1 have the lowest density of restaurants and individuals in Q5 the highest density; Model 1: adjusted for age, sex, education, income, household composition, employment status, spare time spent in the neighbourhood, years of residency in the neighbourhood, presence of restaurants was a reason for choosing the neighbourhood. Model 2: additionally adjusted for the density of grocery stores. Model 3: additionally adjusted for the density of all other food retailers.
Frequency of home cooking (6 -7 days per week)
